
b v i n  brook 
po box 933 Mt View, Ill, Ill96771-933 

November 2,2005 12:19 f l M  

JAN 2 6 2006, 

I-cc - MAIL- -. -. I 

Senator 9aniel lnouye 
U.S. Senate 
722 Wart Senate OJJice Building 
Washinyton, 9C 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal &erviee CCWoeket 96-4,.5 

Wear Senator Inou ye: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal €ommunieations Commission$' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USV collection method to a monthly fiat fee. Many oJ your eonstituents. including me. m u  friends, familu 
and neiyhbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is currently colleeted on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fea that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of Ions 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund a8 8omeone who uaes zero minutes of lony distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wi8ely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users. senior eitizenh 
and iow-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases an 
their bills. shifting the funding burden of the USF Jrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would haven highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The b e p  USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps m e  informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to TCCinformation. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies lo recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
eonsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I J  the TCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. flnd 
seeording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top TCC ojjieials, the FCC haa plans to change to a Jlal Jet system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your eonstitueney. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on t h i s  matter. 

Sincerely, 

kevin brook 

ee: 
%e Federal Communications Commission 



.~ I 

Jane Church 
3,508 AGardeus Fat  Dr. , Palm Reach Gardcus, FL 33410 

November 2, 2005 8:OI AM 

Scuator 13ill Nelson 
11,s. scllatc 
7 I ( i  Haiz Sciiatc Office I3uihling 
Wasliingtoii, 1 X  205 10-0001 

Suhjcct: Kc: I'c(1cral-Stateloilit R o x d  on 1 Juivcrsxl Sciuice CC Ihckct 9ti-45 

l k a r  Senator Nelson: 

I 11;ive serious coiicenis regarding the Federal Communications Comniisrious' (l:CC) position tc)  cl~aigc the Ilni 
Scnicc I'uud (ITSF) collcctiou method t o  a monthly flat fee. 
l i rn i ly  ainl neiglihors, mil l  be uegatively impacted hy the unfair chauge proposed hy the I;CC. 

As you know, LJSF is cuireutly rollertcd ou a rcvcuuc basis.  l'eople who use more pay uinrc iuto t l ~ e  systc~n. 
FCC changes that system to a I b t  fee, that meals that someone who uses nne tla)usand iniuutes a inoutll ollnng 
dist;uice, pays the same amount into the fund as soineoue who uses zero minutes of long distance a moutli. 
Coustitueuts who use heir limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doiug s o .  

A flat fee trax could cause inmy low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, seuior citizeus 
and lowincome resideutial and mral consumers, to give up their phones due to uir&or&dbk montlily irsreases on 
tlicii- bills. Shiftily the funding burdeu of the LJSF from high volume tn low-volume users is iadical and uunccess:~). 
In ;iiidition, i t  wnukl have a hghly detrimental cflert nn small businesses all across America. 
Tile Keep IiSF Fair Coalitinn, of which I am a member, keeps me irifi~rmed aliout the lJSF issue with niontlily 
iicnsletters aid up to date iufonnatiou nu their wehsite, includiug links to FCC inlormatioii. Wide 1 ani aware tlial 
Icdcral law docs uot i.eequire companies to recover, or "pass along" tlicsc fccs to tlicir customers, the reality i s  that tlic)- 
(10. As a c o u s u ~ n e ~ ~  1 would like ensure I am rhargwl fairly. If the FCC goes to a uuinbers taxed, m y  sewice will  cobI 
innre. Aurl accnrdirig to the Coalition's receut meetiugs d i  top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to i t  h t  
Icc systcin so011 aud witliout legs1 a t. ion. 

I ~111 continue to monitor dcvelopmeuts on the issue aml roiitiiiue to spread the word to niy commuuity. I request 
yon pass aloug m y  coiicenis to the FCC on my hehalf, letting them kunw how ;I kat lee t i v ~  could disprop(~rti(,iial~l? 
allert those in your constituency. 

'l'haik you for your contiiiued work and I look Cowmi to hexing ahout your position on this matter. 

Sinccrcly, 

Mauy of your roustiluciils, including me. m y  fncnds, 

lltlic 

,J:1nc ClUllCh 

cc: 
'l'hc Fcdcd Conimunirations Commissiou 



john christ 

rr#l box 1585, factoryville. PA 18419-9742 

November 1,2005 5 2 7  PM 

Senator Arlen Specter 
US. Senate 
711 Hart Senate Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Specter: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f lat fee. Many of your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes tha t  system to  a f lat fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized fo r  doing so. 

A f lat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due to  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fec t  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition,,of which I am a member, keeps me informed abaut the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to  date information on their website, including links to  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does nat require companies to  recover, or "pass along" these fees to  their customers, the 
reality is tha t  they do. As a consumer I would . .  like .., ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o  a f lat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request.you pass along my concerns to  the FCCpn my behalf, letting them know how a f l a t  fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those jn your constituency. 

Thank you'foy your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

john chr ist  

. .  

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



Qjehard Temps t 
I 
I ! 

360 eTuttle 4 d  Lot #66, lonia, MI 46646-6621 

Senator 'Bebbie Stabenow 
U.3. Senate 
133 nart Senate Office3uilding 
Washington, 9C 20510-0001 

Subjecl: Re: Sederal-5tate Joint Board on Universal Service CC 9ocket 96-45 

Oear Senator 5labenoW: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ 
Service Fund (US?=) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many oJ your constituents, including ne, my Jriends. family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People Who use more pay more into the sy8tiLm. l J  the 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month oJ long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a monlh. 
Constituents who USE their limited regources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordabi@ monthly increases on 
lheir billr. shifting the Junding burden of the U5Ffrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental ~JJect  on small buxinessea all across flmeriea. 
The Keep U5FFair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the U8Fissue with monthly newslellrrs 
and up to date information on lheir website, including links to FCC information. Whiie I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers. the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would IiRe ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cos1 more. f ind 
according 10 Ihe kueiition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat Jee sqstem 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the i8sue and continue to spread the word lo my eommunity. I request gou 
pass along my coneern8 to the K C o n  m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax eould disproportionately affect 
those in your consiitueney 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

&incerely 

Richard Ternes 

cc: 
The Federal C;ommunications Commission 

'sition to ehange the Universal 



James F Miller 
3602 Rosemont Ct , Louisville, KY 40218-1609 

November 2,2005 12:08 f l M  

%presentative T h e  Northup 
US. House of Representatives 
24.59 Rayburn Slouse OfficeBuilding 
Washington, QC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CQocket 96-45 

'Bear Representative Northup: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Bervice Fund [USn collection method lo a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me. m y  friends, family 
and neighbors. will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

.os you Know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. If Ihe 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
di.slanee, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constiluents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax eould cause many low-volume lony distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior eitizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to yive up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition. i l  would have a highly detrimental effect on smali businesses ail across flmerica. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps m e  informed about the US!= issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FGCinformation. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees lo their customers. the reality is that they do. TIS a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service wili cost more. 'flnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I requgsl you 
pass along m y  concerns to the 5CC on m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately sffeel 
those in your constituency. 

'Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

James FMiller 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 
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. 
nancy lambea I FCC-MqlL8001V1 
522 west buckeye , ada, OH 4.5810 

November 2, 2005 7 5 6  Ah4 

Scnatix Mike DeWiuc 
I1.S. Seuate 
140 Russell Seuate Olfice Building 
W’ashiu@ou, DC 205 10-000 I 

Subject: Re: l:edei;ll-Statc Joint h a r d  ou I!nivenal Scnicc CC 1)ockct Sfi-45 

l k a r  Scuator DcWiuc: 

I I r .  S C ~ O U S  .: 
Selvicc Fuud (IJSN collection method to a lnouttlly flat fee. Many of your constituents, iucludiug me. m y  fi-iends. 
family aiirl ueighbon, will bc negatively impactcd by the unfair chmge proposed by the FCC. 

.As you know, IJSF is currently collected ou a revcuue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 
F‘CC cliaugcs that system lo a llal fee, that mcaus that somcoue who uses OUL! th<)USdUd minutes a nrollt~l oflorlg 
distalice, pays the ~ a m c  amount iuto the fund ;is someone who uses xcro minutes of long riist;ince il mouth. 
Constituents d m  usc tlicir limited resourrcs wiscly slloukl uot hc pcdized  fix doing so. 

.A llat lec tax could cause many low-volumc lo~ig distance users, like students, prepaid wircless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential a id  r n d  consumers, to give up tlieir pliones due to undlordabk monthly iucl~cascs (11) 

tlicir bills. Sliiftiug the fuudirig burden of tlie IJSF from high volume to low-volume usen is radical aud unneress;uy. 
I u  addition, it would have a highly detrimental eKect 011 small businesses all across America. 
Tlic Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me ildonned about the IISF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on llieir website, includiug liuks to FCC information. While I ;uu awarc that 
lederal law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along” these fees to their custoiners, the reality is that tllc) 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senicc will COSI 
more. And according to the Coalition’s rcccnt mectiugs with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to rhauge to a llat 
fcc system s o o u  and witliout legislatiou. 

I will mntinuc t o  monitor developments on tlic issuc ;urd continue to spi.cad tlic word t o  m y  coururuuity. 1 rcqucsl 
you pass aloug m y  COIICCIIIS t o  the FCC on m y  behaU, l c t thg  tlicin know liow a llat lee tax could ~ l i s l ~ ~ - ~ ~ i ~ ~ ” l i ” ” ” t c l )  
allcct those in your crmstitueucy. 

‘l‘l~auk sou Ibr your continued work a id  I look fomard to hearing about your positiou on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

rlancy lambelt 

cc: 
The I’e(leral Commmiirations Commissioii 

colicenis rcprdiug the Federal Commuilications Commissioud (FCC) position LO c h i @  the Ilni 

If the 



JAN 2 6 2006 

Tracy Goin 

Rt 6 Box 982, flppomattox, Vfl 24.522-9605 _. I 
Movember 2,2005 i2:Zi TIM 

Senator John Warner 
U S  Senate 
225 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washinglon, 9C20510-0001 

Subject: RE Federal-StateJoint Boar Universal $er 

'Bear Senator Warner: 

I have serious concerns resarding the Federal Communications Cbmmissions' ( F C C  position to ehanye the Universal 
Service Fund (USfl collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. inciudiny me. m y  friends. {amily 
and neiyhbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

Tis you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. if thy 
.FC%changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someonewho use5 one thouhand minuies 8 month oJ long 
distance, pays the same amount into ihe fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents Who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

TI flat fee tax could cause many low-volumelong dislance users, l ike studenis, prepaid Mireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, lo give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bilis. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on smali businesses ali across flmerica. 
The b e p  US? Fair Cbalition, of which I am a member, keeps m e  informed about the USF issue with monthly newsleilers 
and up to date information on their website, inc!uding links to FCCinfomation. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their cuslomers, the reality is that theq do. Tis a 
consumer I would like enaure I am charged fairly. If  the FCCgoes io a numbers taxed, my service will eosi more. find 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top 5CCofficials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf. letting them Know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constiluency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing aboul your position on lhis natler. 

Sincere1 y, 

Tracy Goin 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Cbmmiaaion 



I JAN 2 6 2006 
Jackie Page I 
212 Beasley , sulphur springs, 'TX 75482 FCc - MAILROOM 

"__ - 
November 2.2005 12:lh TlM 

Senator John Cornyn 
U S .  Senate 
517Mart Senate OfficeBuiiding 
Washington, 9C 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CCWocliet 96-45 

Wear Senator Cornyn: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Cbmmunications Commissions' (FCO position to change the Universui 
&erviee Fund (USV collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituenls, including me, m y  friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the TCC. 

fls you know. USF is currently colleeted on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If thg 
FCCehanyes that sys tem to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one lhousand minutes a month of lony 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-voiume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users. senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due lo unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the U8f Jrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneeessarq. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all acroas flmerica. 
The k e p  USFSsir Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the U S F  issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware thal Jederat law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees lo their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
eonsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the SCCgoes lo a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. find 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCoffieials, the FCC has plans to change to a fiat fee system 
soon and without iegislation. 

i will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word lo m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the SCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat lee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Jaekie Page 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



November 2, 2005 8:O:i AM 

Scllalor Cmig ?llamas 
11,s. Seuatc 
307 Dirkwri Senate Office Building 
W'ashiugton, DC 20510-0001 

Sulijcct: Re: I'etlcrd-Slate Joiut Board 011 I loivcrsal Senice C,C I)ocket<l6-45 

Dear Scifiuvr Thomas: 

I have serious conicenis rcKmIing die Federal Communicalions Cornmnissioris' (FCC) position to c1laug.c tlie 1 lui 
Sci-rire Fund (USn collecliou method lo a morithly llat fee. Maig of your roustitucnts. iiwluding me, m y  hienenrls. 
Siinily ;uni ueiglil)ors, will he ocgatively impacted by the uufair rhaige proposcd 11y thc FCC. 

As you kliinv, IJSF is currently collected ou a revcuuc basis. People who use morc pay more iulo Ihc system. Iftlic 
FC,C rlxuiges that systcin to a flat Fee, that incam that sorncouc who uses ouc thousaid miruites a nrr~ntl i  of long 
distance, pays tlie samc amount iuto tlrc fund as someonc who uscs zcro mnu~utcs ol'loug iliaanre a montli. 
Coiistilueuls who usc their limited resources wisely should not be perlalizcd for doing so. 

.4 flat k c  lax could cause many low-volume loug distance users, like sludeutq, prcpaid lnircless users, senior citixiis 
; m r l  low-ua.omc residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to uuaftbrdable monthly increases 011 

their bills. Shifting the Fuuding burden of the USF from high volume to lowvolume users is radical aud uuueress;u).. 
Iu  addition, it would have a highly d e ~ n e n t a l  cflecl on small businesses all across hncrira. 
The Keep l!SF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the CJSF issue with monthly 
Imvs1ettcl-s aud up t o  date iufoimation on their website, including links t o  FCC ilrfonnation. While 1 am arnarc t1i:it 
federal hw does not require companies lo rerover, or "pass dolly" these fees lo their customers, the realiry is tlwt tlicy 
do. As a ronsumer I would like ensure I am cha-ged fairly. IT thc FCC goes to a numbcrs taxed, my senice \dl cost 
more. Arid according lo the Coalition's receut meeting with top FCC ulfirials, the FCC has plans t o  chai~ge to a 11;lt 

Icc systcm so011 arid willlout legis1 a t '  1011. 

I will routiliue to monitor devkloplilenls 011 the issue and continue to spre;vl the word ta m y  couiuiunity. 1 rcqucst 
you pass along. my co~ice~ns to the FCC ou m y  hehalf, lettiug them luion. I ~ o w  a llat lee tax could ilispr~)p~)rlioiralel) 
allect those in your coustituency. 

'rlfilnk sou for your cotitinwed work and I look folward 10 liearirig about your position on this niaitcr. 

Sincerely, 

niIisni cranfk l  

cc: 
' lhc l'cilerd Chrunuuications Commission 



- Darryl Joys 

44623 Crzstview Rd , Columbir +408-9527 

November 1.2005 5:36 PM 

Senator George Voinovich 
US. Senate 
524 Har t  Senate Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Deor Senator Voinovich: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f la t  fee. Many of your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC chonges that  system t o  a flat fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
o f  long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shift ing the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would hove a highly detrimental e f fec t  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I om a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I om oware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As o consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change to a f lo t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tox could 
disproportionately a f fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Darryl Jones 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



i JAN 2 6 2006 

\ FCC-- - curt yahnke 

1997 pine t ree trl , ely, MN 55731-4231 

November 1,2005 5:35 PM 

Senator Mark Dayton 
U.S. Senate 
123 Russell Senate Off ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Dayton: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f l a t  fee. Many of  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC chonges that  system t o  a flat fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their  limited resources wisely should not be penolized fo r  doing SO. 

A f lat  fee tax could cause mony low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unoffordable monthly 
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would hove a highly detrimental e f fec t  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website. including links t o  FCC information. While I am awore 
that federol low does not require companies t o  recover, o r  "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reolity is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am chorged fairly. I f  the FCC goes to a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o  a flat fee system soon and without legislotion. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how o f l a t  fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those in your constituency, 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

curt yohnke 

cc: 
The Federal Comrnunicotions Commission 



I RECEIVED ~INSPECTEG’ 

t M .  James 6lover 

4 Sunbirch Drive, Jeannette, PA 15644-1137 L_ 

November 1.2005 5:39 PM 

Senator Arlen Specter 
US. Senate 
711 Hart Senate Of f ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Deor Senator Specter: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communicotions Commissions’ (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f la t  fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a f l a t  fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f l a t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unoffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shifting the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fec t  on small businesses 011 ocross 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to date information on their  website, including links to FCC information. While I am oware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, o r  “pass along” these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that  they do. AS a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  o numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials. the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o  a f l a t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how o f la t  fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those in your constituency, 

Thank you for  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

James Glover 

cc: 
The Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
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Claudette Jordan I 
121 Mayflower gve. 'Taunton, Mfl 02760-1131 FCC - MAILROOM 

.- - 
November 2,2005 4.52 flM 

Representative Barney Frank 
U S .  Slouse of Representatives 
2252 Rayburn 'Mouse OJfice Building 
Washington, 'BC 20515-0001 

Subject: I& Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC'Bocket 96-4.5 

sear  Representative Frank 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USQ collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. famild 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USis is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the sqstem. lj the  
FCCehanges that system to a flat fee, lhat means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance. pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who uss their limited resources wisely should not be penalized fordoing so. 

fl fiat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citiz.ens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unafrordabie monthlq increases on 
their biiis. Shifting the funding burden of the UaFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental efJect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Kgep USF Fair Cbalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the U 8 F  issue with monthly newsletters 
and up lo date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law doen 
not require companies to recover, or"pass along"the8efees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
eonsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the TCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. flnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the FCChas plans to change to a flal fee sqatem 
aoon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  eommunitq. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat Jee lax could disproportionblelq affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank qou for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Claudette iordan 

ce: 
The Federal Communications Commission 
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Bill Williams 1 FCC - MAll BppM 
. 

Post Ofice Box 161 , B~wtorr, AI. 36427-0163 

Novem1)ci 2,  2005 8 2 4  AM 

Sciiator 1ticli;ud Shelby 
1 i.S. Seiiatc 
110 Hart Sciiate Ofice Ruildiug 
%)asliiii@oii, IIC 205 10-0001 

Subject: Re: I:cdcral-Statc Joint Board mi liniversal Senicc CC Docket 9fi-45 

l k a r  Senator Shelby: 

1 have serious coucenis regardiiig the Federal Communications Commissious' (FCC) position to change the 1Iiiivei.sd 
Service Fuiid (l!Sb) collection metliod to a monthly flat tee. Many of your constituents, iricludirig me, iny  frieiids. 
lairiily and uciglibors, 1.111 1,c uc@tively impacted by the unfair rhangc pi.oposcd I iy tlic ICC. 

.4s you hiow, ITSF is cumciitly collected ou a rcvcuuc basis. l'eople who use more pay more into tlic systcm. 
FCC clraiges tliat system to a llat lee, that means that someoue wlio uses oiie tliousaud iniuutcs a m o d i  of  Ioug 
distaiicc, pays the same amount uito the fund as soineoue who uses zcro minutes of  king distance :I moiitli.  

Coiistitueu~~ who use their limited resources wisely sliould 110t be penalized for doing so. 

A llat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless USCIS, senior citizein 
and lowincome residential aid rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable uiontlrly urcreases mi 

their bills. Shifting the funding burden of tlie IJSF from high volume to low-volume users is radical aid uinecessay. 
I n  addition, it would have a k h l y  detrimental effect oil small busuresses all across America. 
The Keep IISF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me iiiformcd about the I!SF issue uitli moiitlily 
iicwsleltcrs and up to  date inlonnatiou oii their website, iuclutliiig liuks to FCC iiifi)imatioii. Wliilc I am ;w;ire t11;it 
lcilcral law does 1101 require roinpaues to recover, or "pass along" tlicsc fees to  tlicir customers, tlic rcality is that tticy 
do. A s  a cousumer I would like eusure I ani cliargcd fairly. If tlic FCC goes to a uumbcrs ~ ~ x c d ,  my scnicc will cost 
moi-c. h i d  according to die Coalitioiis reccut mectiugs uitli top FCC ollicials, tlic FCC Im plaris to d~iriizc t o  it  11at 
Ice systcm soon arid without Icgislatiou. 

I M ~ U  roritiriuc to monitor developments on the issue and corrtuiue to spread the word to my coumiuuity. I request 
you pass along my coucenis to the FCC on my behalf, letting them hrow liow a flat fee lay could disproportion at el^ 
alfcrt diose in your constituency. 

Tliauk you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your positioir on this matter. 

Sinrercly, 

Rill Willi;uris 

If tlic 

cc: 
'lhe Federal Commuiiirition~ Commission 



Shew flnderson 
1310 Rosedale, Tllma, MI 48801 

Senator Carl Levin 
U.b. Senate 
269 Russell Senate Office Buildiny 
Wsshinyton, 9C20510-0001 

Subject: %: Federal-state joint Board on Universal Serviee CCCocket 96-45 

' -MSPEC~EG 

JAN 2 6 2006 1 
FCC-MAILROOM - 

'Bear Senalor Levin: 

i have serious concerns regarding the !=ederal Communications Commissions' (Fc%) position lo change the Universal 
Service Fund (USQ eoilection method to a monthly flat fee. Many 01 your eonstituenls, including me, my friends. family 
and neighbors. will be neyativoly impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

f i g  you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basls. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  Ihe 
FCC changes lhat system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month oJ long 
diatanee, pays the same amount into the fund  a5 someone who uses zero minutes of lony dislanee a monlh. 
Cbnslituents who use  their limited resourees wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat Jee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid Wireles8 users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to yive up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume lo low-voiume users is radicai and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  wouid have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Kgep IlSFFair Coalition, of which I am 8 member, keeps me injormed about the USF issue Nith monthly newslellers 
and up to date iniormalion on their website, includiny links to FCC information. While lam aware that federal iaw does 
no1 require eompsnies lo recover, or"pa8s alony" these fees lo their customers, the realily is that they do. Tls 8 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged Jairly. If the FCCyoes to a numbers laxed, m y  service will eost more. .And 
accordins to the aslition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the TCC has plans lo chanye lo a flat fee system 
soon and without leyislalion. 

1 will continue lo monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. i requesl you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting (hem know how a flat Jee tax could disproportionately 8Jfeet 
lhose in your eonstitueney. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your posilion on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

Sherie Tlnderson 

ee: 
The Federal Communications dommission 



JAN A 6 l nn f i  
b i Sam Wada 

2267 College View Dr. , Monterey Park, CA 91754-4341 

I 

Senator Hartran Boxer 
11,s. Scuatc 
112 Hart Senate Officc Building 
U'ashiiigton, DC 205 10-000 1 

Subjert: Re: 1:ederal-State Joint Board on Univers;d Senicc CC Dockc( 96-45 

1)c:u Scllalor Boxcr: 

I have serious concerns rcgirdinig the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the I Jnivcrsd 
Scnirc Fund (IJSE? collection melhod lo a monthly flat fee. 
linnily iind ucighbon, dl be negatively imparted hy the unfair rhaigc pri~posctl by the FCC. 

As you know, IJSF is cuirently collected on a revenue h i s .  Pcoplc who use more pay more inlo the syslcm. I1 l l ic  
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a niontli of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance ii mouth. 
Constituents who use their lirnited resourres wisely should nol be penalized for doing so. 

.4 Itdl k c  la codd cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior cilixns 
aid low-inrome resideutial and rural consumers, to give u1' their phones due to unaffordahle monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting die funding burden of lhe IJSF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and uu~cccssary. 
111 addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on s m a l l  busiucsses all across America. 
The Kcep IJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, kceps muc inlhnncd about the LJSF issue with monlhly 
iic\vsletters aid up to &Ate inSorpat+n on their websitc, including links to FCC information. M'liilc I am ~M:LTC 11nl 
federal law docs not rcquire companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their rustomei.s, the reality is that thcy 
do. As a cousuincr I would like ensure I am charged fiirly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senice uill cost 
inixe. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a Ilac 
Ice system soon and without legislalion. 

1 id continue lo monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my conunuuity. I requesl 
ong m y  ronrenis to the FCC on my behalf, letting thein know how a flat fcc (aw could ~l isprolx)~onatel~ 

allcrt tliosc in your constituency. 

'lhauk you Ibr your rontinued work arid I look l o m d  to heannR ahout your position on this maltcr. 

Many of your ronstitucuts, inrlutlinl: me, m y  Incnds, 

: ,  

Sinccrcly, 

Sun U'ada 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 

' . ,  . . , .  , ,  , 
. , , ,  
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FCC-MAILR- 
Pomelo Hailfinger 

180 Watson S t ree t ,  Steelton, PA 17113-2145 

November 1,2005 5:33 PM 

Senator Rick Santorum 
US. Senate 
511 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Sontorum: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfoir change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that  system t o  a flat fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance o 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized f o r  doing SO. 

A f l a t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and law-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shift ing the funding burden of the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fect  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coolition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, o r  "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes t o  o numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o o  f lat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could 
disproportionately a f f e c t  those in your constituency. 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I laak forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Pamela Hoilfinger 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 
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Jeremi Van Winkle 

5329 Running Broak Lane, McKinney, TX 75071-7729 

November 1, 2005 5:30 PM 

Senator Kay Hutchison 
U S .  Senate 
284 Russell Senate Of f ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Univers CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Hutchison: 

I have serious concerns regording the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly flat fee, Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system to o flat fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f lat  fee tax  could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fec t  on smoll businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I om a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I am owore 
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their  customers, the 
reality is that  they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  o numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o  a f lat  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf. letting them know how a f l a t  fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those in your constituency. 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Jeremi Van Winkle 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



Ralph Sargcnt 

Senator Judd Gregg 
U.S. Senote 
393 Russell Senate Of f ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

RECEIVED &INSPECTED 

JAN 2 6 2006, 

E r r  

Dear Senator Gregg: 

I have serious concerns regording the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly flat fee. Many o f  your constituents, includlng 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system to a f lat  fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distonce a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized fo r  doing so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-valume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, Senior 
citizens and low-income residentiol and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have o highly detrimental e f fec t  on small businesses all ocross 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to recover, o r  "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that  they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o  a f lat fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you poss olong my concerns t o  the FCC on my beholf, letting them know how o f lat fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those in your constituency. 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Ralph Sargent 

cc: 
The Federal Communicotions Commission 
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602 River Lane, Loves Park, I L  61111 f FCC-MAILROOM 
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November 1.2005 5:27 PM 

Senator Borock Obama 
US.  Senote 
713 Hart  Senate Of f ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-Stote Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Obomo: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly flot fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfoir change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on o revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a 
month. Constitue#lts who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f lat fee tox could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens ond low-income residential and rurol consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shift ing the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have o highly detrimental e f fec t  on small businesses 011 across 
America. 
The Keep USF f a i r  Coalition, o f  which I am o member, keeps me informed obout the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I am aware 
that  federol law does not require companies t o  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As o consumer I would like ensure I om charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  o numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials. the 
FCC has plans t o  change to o f l o t  fee system soon and without legislotion. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue ond continue to spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f l a t  fee tax could 
disproportionately o f fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you f o r  your confinued'work and I look forward $0 hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, . .  
, I  

omee kurth 
., . 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



bcborah Robcrson I c r w i i  OM ! 
# 6 Pine St. , Bello Vista, AR 72714-5720 
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November 1.2005 5:28 PM 

Senator Mark Pryor 
US. Senote 
257 Dirksen Senote Of f ice Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federol-State Joint Boord on Universol Service CC Docket 96-45 

Deor Senotor Pryor: 

I hove serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  o monthly f lat  fee. Many of your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC chonges that system t o  a f l a t  fee, that  means thot someone who uses one thousond minutes o month 
o f  long distonce. pays the same omount into the fund os someone who uses zero minutes of  long distonce a 
month. Constituents who use t6eir  limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing so. 

A f la t  fee tox could cause many low-volume long distonce users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens'ond low-income residentiol and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unoffordoble monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shifting the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
rodicol ond unnecessory. I n  addition, it would have o highly detrimental effect on small businesses 011 ocross 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition. of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up to dote informotion on their website, including links t o  FCC informotion. While I om oware 
that federal law does not require componies t o  recover, o r  "pass olong" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reolity is thot  they do. As o consumer I would like ensure I om charged fairly. If the FCC goes t o  o numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And occording t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC hos plans t o  change t o o  f lat fee system soon ond without legislotion. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I 
request you pass olong my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how o f la t  fee tox could 
disproportionotely a f fec t  those in your constituency. 

Thank you f o r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this motter. 

Sincerely, 

Deborah Roberson 

.:. cc: 
The Federol Communi;at.ions Commission . , , , . , . , :,". , I ;: 

~. 

,., , .  



Reuben HoffJr. I I 
71993 RD 386, MrCook, NE 69001-7286 FCC - MAILROOM 

. -  

Noveinher 2, 2005 7:.i2 A M  

Senator l h  Nclsoii 
l1.S. Scnatc 
720 Hart Senate Ollicc Ibildiiig 
W'asIiingkm, I IC 205 10-0001 

Siihjcct: ne: Federal-state joint Board on Ilniversal Senice CC lhckct 96-45 

I lex  Senator Nelson: 

I have serious concenis i.egarding the Fedeial Cominuuications Commissions' (ICC) Ix'sition to climgc tlic liiivcrsal 
Sei~ice Fund (I iSEl collection inetliod to a molithly flat fee. M a i y  ol' your constituents, irsluding me. m y  liicrnls, 
fiimily aiid neiglibors, will he tiegatively impacted hy the unfair change proposed by thc FCC. 

As you kiiow, IJSF is cumcntly collerted on a revc~iuc basis. People who use more pay more iim, tlie system. 
FCC cl~;~uges that system to a flat ke, that means that someone who uses one thousa~id miuutcs a montlr oflimg 
distaucc, pays the same amount into the fuud as someone who uses zem minutes of loug distance a month. 
Comtituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be pe~ralized for doiug so. 

A Ilat fee tax could cause many low-volumc loug distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizcus 
a id  low-income residential and rural ronsumers, to give up their pliones due to unalfordable monthly increases on 
tlicir bills. Sliifruig the funding burden of the IlSF from high volume to low-volume users is radical aiid unnecessary 
111 ;idditioii, it would have a bighly detrimental effect on small businesses all across h ie i i ra .  
'l'lic Keep 1JSF Fair Co;rlition, of wliirh I a n  a memher, keeps inc informed about the USF issue with inoutlily 
iiewsletlcrs aid up to date infoiination on their website, iiirludirrg Luks to FCC information. While I an arvxc tlial 
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that h e y  
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am rharged f:nrly. Il.the FCC goes to a numbers kncd, m y  senirc will cos1 
111orc. And according to the Coalition's recent lneetirys w i t h  top FCC oflirials, the FCC has plans lo cIi;uigc to ;I llal 
fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to  monitor developments on the issue and conimue to spread the word to my community. I ~-equcst 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could (1isl)ri)i)ortioiiatcl) 
al&ect those in your constituency. 

1 Iwlk you for your continucd work aid I look foiward to hewing about your position on this matter. 

Siiiccrcl y, 

Hcubcii HoIfJr 

Illlic 

_. 

cc: 
l l l c  Ikleral Communications Commissi?n 
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Gerald Zwaansm 
1874 So. Ixydeu SI. , Dcuver, CO KO224 

Novembcr 2. 2005 8% AM 

Sciiator Wayne Allart1 
1r.S. Senate 
52 I Dirksen Serrate Ollice Building 
u'. d5 . I  l lllh~on, DC zn51n-nom 

Subject: He: Federal-StaieJoiut Board on llniversal Semire CC Ihcket 96-45 

Dear Senator Nlml: 

I Iiave serious coucerns regarding the Federal Commwiicatious Commissions' (FCC) posiiiou to c1i;uige tlie 1 Jniwrsal 
Senicc Fund (I lSE7 collection method lo a inoutlily flat fee. 
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair c1i;uige proposed by thc FCC. 

As you lumw, IISF is cuiTently collected on a revenue basis. People who  use inore pay more into the system. Il thc 
FCC ctiaigcs that system io a flat fee, that means that someoue wbo uses one tllousaid minutes a mouth of long 
disiance, pays the same amouut into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long diskice a moutll. 
Coustitueuts who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doiug so. 

A llat lec tax could cause many low-volume long dislance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senkir ritizeus 
;urd low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to uualfor~lablc monthly increases 011 

their bills. Sliiliing ilie fuudiug burden of the lJSF from high volume to low-volume users is rddical and unneress.ar?. 
In addition, it would have a hghly dclrimental effect ou small busiriesscs all across America. 
The Keep IJSF Fair Coalitiou, ofwhirh I a n  a membcr, keeps me informed about the lISF issue wilh moutl~ly 
ncwsleltcrs aid up io date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While 1 am aware tha1 
fcdci~d law ilocs not require companies to recover, or "pass along" tliese Ices io their customers, the reality is illat ilicy 
(10. As a consumer I would like ensure I am diarged fiirly. If the FCC goes to a uumbers taxed, my scmice will cost 
more. Aiid acrorduig to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC offkids, the FCC lids plaus io change to a llat 
IC system soon aid without legislation. 

I rvill rontiuue to monitor developments on tlie issue and coutiuue to spread the word to my rommuuity. I rcqucst 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax rould dispr~ipoltionatel~ 
atrert those in ynur constituency. 

Thank you for your contiuued work and I look foonvard to hearing about your position on this mailer 

Siuccrcly, 

(~cl-alrl %wa;uistra 

Many of your ronstituents, iucluding me, m y  fi-icuds. 

cc: 
The Fe'ctleral Communirations.Commission 

, ,  . . ,  

, 
' .  I 



Jeri Wnght 
3 1  1 l'incwood Ti-aiI , Foruey, TX 75126 

Novembcr 2, 2005 7 3 5  AM 

I<cprcscntativc Jeb Hensarling 
11,s. House of Representatives 
1:12 C;uuiou House Ofice Building 
M.'. AS . I  ungto~i, I)C 2051,5-0001 

SuI+rt: Re: Fcderd-State Joint Board on tJniversd SeMce CC Docket 96-45 

I 1lm.e serious concenis rcgading tlic Fcdcral Cotnmuuiratious Commissions' ( K C )  positioii to clruige tlie I Ini 
Sciuicc Fuial (IIS2i) collcrtion method to a nionthly flat fee. 
fiuiily ;ual ucigld)ors, will be negatively imparted by tlie unfair cliauge prop~iscd by the FCC. 

As you hiow, 1 ISF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay inore into thc system. I I  thc 
I:CC chxiges llral system to a llat fee, thal incans that someone who uses one thousaud miuutes a mouth of1oug 
distance, pays the same amount into tlie fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a niontli.  
Coustitueuts who use their limited rcsowres uisely should uot he penalized for doing so. 

A llat lee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like studcuts, prep;ud wireless users, senior citizens 
;uid Ion-iiicmne rcsidcutial ;uid rural rousuniers, to give up their phones due to UUdf1kkdbk montlily iuzi.eascs 011 

their bills. Sliifiing the hiding burdeu of the IiSF from high volume to low-\,olumc users is radical and unnecessaiy. 
111 a&Iitii)n, it would liavc a Iiildy detriniental e l k t  ou sinall businesses all arross America. 
The  Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me iiifixmned about the ITSF issue witli montlrly 
ucwsletters xid up to date iufonnation on tlicir website, inrludiug links to FCC iuforinatiou. While I ani aware 111at 
fedc~~al law does not require companies to rerover, or "pass along" these fees to  their customers, tlic reality is that the)- 
(10. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If  the FCC goes to a uuinbers taxed, my service will cost 
inorc. And according to tlie Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC oficials, the FCC has plans to change to a llat 
Ice system soon and without legislation. 

I r id1 rontinue to monitor developments on tlic issue aid routiiiur 10 sprcad the word i o  my romniunily. I requcsi 
you p a s  along my conreins to the FCC on my bclrall; letting them kuow IIow a Ilat Ice 1.- could ilispropoltionsIc.l! 
allcrt tlrosc iu your mnstitucury. 

' ~ h ; u l k  you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position 0 1 1  this matter 

Siiicei-ely, 

Jeri Wright 

cr: 
The Federal Communications Commission 

Many of your cousliluculs. inrluding me, m y  Incn(ls, 
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i I FCC - MAILROOM 

cc: 
r .  I IIC FciIc~~;d Cnmmuuications Cornmissioii 


